5/9/77 


Kr« •^aiaas fiarl Hay, #^S54«77 

Bo« 73 

^etrosf "I'eiXi. 37G45 
Dear «^ixaoy» 

I bad to read your letter of 3/6 tvioe to be sure. 

If you don't know better than ypu Bay I’a evim oorrler for you. ^antn« for 
what haa happen(^ to you. tou have a much hotter Intelli^moe than what you pz^tend 
wao the purpose of sy telling you what Idid. I am also sure you know I did not say 
all I could. 

Play ostrioh or Canute » whichever you prefer. There is no point in tryin/j to 
infoirm you. Vhat you havo made up and cling to is what is real to you. ^fhat else 
there is» naturully, la not real. 

I certainly agree that lane and ITreed are not your pale. Hy point is that to 
you they were in what you did. They are not in what they did. hat again fact made 
no differenoo becauae you had a notion and the notion heoame real to you. 

/unywayf If and wbm you get tired of dreewing why don*t you go over what I wrote 
you and try to find another meaning. It moat aasusredly is not whet you s^y. 

Your letter ia dated the sixth. You say ^nbav had not gone public. That la 
more dreaoboatiiig. ^ wont public bt^fore tho sixth. 

I aent you some quotes. 

ihit have it your way. *fhe rest of ua aro just making it upt including the wire 
aervicesf radio, TV snd tho ccccoittee that seoae to va no dear to you. 

I was nakizig it up when I wrimed you about Freed? I send Jbou his writing and you 
still rofautt to acknoiwodgs that long ago I triewi to toll you in aliaost the identical 
words he now uses. 

Humbug, is it? 

Okayt humbug. 


dinoerely. 


^rold Weisberg (aka Surolocl: HoItaos) 


